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S. JAMES IL xxiv. 
Te fee then how that by Works a man is ju- 


frify d, and not by Fauth only. 


F it was an uſual thing to take two Textstoa Ser- 
mon, 1 wou'd fubjoin to the Words which I have 
now read to you thoſe in Rom. 3. 29. or foe ocher 

Text out of ſome of St. Pas/'s Epiſtics to the fame pur- 
» Therefore we conclude that a Man is juſtify d by 
aith ; and I wou'd read them both , as the 
Theme or Subje&t whereon I intend to diſcourſe at 
this time. 

For this is indeed my preſent Deſign; not to handle 
theſe Words of St. Zames by chendlrenctroia cotap 
ing down a Notion of Juſtification, to CO 

to what Se. Pax teaches in that Text: But 
— RS ——_— —_— I 

or Expreſhons, really reach 
or to do in our 

fication, mean to exchade foch orks as St. ks 
declares to be neceſlary neither on other fide doth Se. 
James, inalſerting the N of Good Works toge- 
ther with Faith, and as the E of it, mean to at- 
tribute more to them than St. Pau? do's. 


But before I to ſhew how theſe two Apo» 
ſtles may, as I think, be fairly recoacit'd, it may 'not 
be ami to premifh this one INg, Vie. 


A Sermon preach'd at the 
* Tharifchar Schuticn of this Didica » Which I ſhall 


Grp ſhould not ſeem and fatisfa- 


por oe 45 200 berg oem dean herwant 


ewo Divine Writers might, —_ 
ha be reconcil'd together, and made to ſpeak the ſame 
thing it wou'd nevertheleſs, in that caſe, be reaſonable 
to ſtick to the Words of St. James, in their ſtrict and 
moſt natural Signification, and to ſuppoſe that S. Paul 
1s to be interpreted by him, rather than he by St. Paul ; 
and conſequently to rake for granted, that the Do- 
Qrine, which we are here taught in expreſs words b 
S. Zames (viz. that Works are neceſſary as well as Faith, 
to render us ſuch as Gop will approve of and juſtify 
at the laſt Day) is undoubtedly true, altho* we cou'd 
not tell which way St. Pau/'s words might be fairly in- 
terpreted in the ſame Senſe. This, I ay, appears rea- 
ſonable upon ſeveral Accounts. As Y» 

1. Becauſe we have an Teſtimony of Scri- 
prure (2 Pet. 3. 16.) that in St. Pan's Wri there 
are ſome things hard to be underſtood, which they that 
are unicarned and unſtable —_ to their own De- 
he en Jai 0 atk th 

rears n s ma 
mas Hygena rm rg And this Se yl 


z VIE. T hat the c 
rc 97 « his ſo mach Commendarion of the 
ut ays do's which ignor the 
wnder pile ares f 
- ro x _ of Shs Golpet ( rex po ns 
Notion of the Word) 


yi nant 4 good Life is not neceſſary 50 ju- 
S209 end ſub man. _ 
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one that 
the Epiſtles of St. Paul, eſpecially where he handles 
Controverſy, are the hardeſt ro be underſtood (ex- 
PRs) of any pats of the New Teſtament 
of t ew ne. 

F nd ee G0 cher Cay Hee hd etl to be 
obſerv'd, that the Epiſtle of St. James, and this Che- 
prer of it in particular, is, to A , very plain and 
clear; and that, both in the ufion which it lays 
down, viz. that we are juſtify'd by Works, and not 6 


— fairer than when we meet with any 
or difficulr Place in Author, to ſee whe- 
ther his Meaning be not elſewhere expreſs'd more 


tho' we know not how well to le the Words 
and Phraſes thereof to ir. 
And this is the Caſe here: For tho* St. Paul and 
St. James were different Writers, yer the Author of 
their Epiſtles was the fame, viz. the Holy Spi- 
rit of Gop, by whoſe Inſpiration they both wrote: 
_ TR, of chem Parts 
of that one everlaſting Goſpel, by which Gop will 
A 3 


judge 


A Sormon preech'd at the 
do both of them eon- 

) the Articles of the 

op and us. It is reaſonable 


tion on any difficult or ambi- 
we meet any where therein, as to 
conſiſt with thoſe other Paſſages 


or Writing, which ſeem to be more 
of the Meaning of which there 


fon why I think (if we could not 


g 
F 


eaſily recancile St. Pax! with St. Jamer) we ought 
rather the Literal Senſc St. James, 
than that Pas/, and to conclude with him that 


COLTONY are to our Juſtification and 


VatiOon, 2s 
by ſeveral of the Ancients) this Epiſtle of St. James 
(0 WINRNEEIS EN M Fr the Second of St 
eter, and that of Jude) was written on purpoſe to 
| reftifie the Miſtakes that fome had fallen into, thro 


ſome of St. Paul's ala | 
ma COnc , 
en men his con- 
upan, or 

Paw had writtca before 
png ns” apart 

w 

Writings of St. Paul to be © 
and wreſted ro fuch ul 


tewd and diffolure Life. 
ut this, nevertheleſs, ſome did think, at leaft rhey 
St. Paul's Authority for it, that if Men did 
beheve aright, it was no great matter how they 
—_ theſe therefore our Apoſtte S. James 
| in this , and ſhews ar chat 
Chriſttaniry did not only m a true and © 
Faith, that a bare Belief in hriſt, or of the "Truths 
of the » without bringing forth Frurs m our 
Life and on, anfwerable ro fuch a Belict, 


would be m no wife ſufficient to juſtify or fave us. 


Inſtance of Abraham to prove the Necefliry of Good 
Works together with Faith, which St. Pau/ had be- 
fore brought againſt the Jews, to ſhew the ſuthciency 
of Faith alone without Works, that is, without thoic 
Ceremonial Obſervances, which they wou'd _ 
prels' 


le of Sr. 7 7nd, a very probly wi 
a ro oY 
-X mm on RE chat 
what St; Zames here plainly aſſerts, the Ne- 
| ceſſity of Good Works together with Fat is the 
[| Senſe of St. Paul, altho' 0: U0D 995, Guny yang 
[| St. Pau/'s Words to it. Eſpecially if it be conſider' 
farther, in the 3* Place, 
| 3- That tho' this Epiſtle of St. Zames had been never 
| | ke ed Bike coneſts aflorins the fuller 
in the whole Bible cx alerting CIENCY 
of a meer por gps. yn fruitleſs Faith, yet 
we could not underſtand thoſe Paſlages of St. Pasi, 
wherein he ſo much ifes Faith, and decrics 
| —_ in any ocher Sene tha _— Homme boon 
—— without making t allages in Sr. 
| —_— Yo 
contradi& the whole Deſign of the Gol] 

For there is never a Page, hardly a Verſc in the 
whole Bible, wherein the Nature of that Covenant 
| which Gop hath made with Mankind 1s eng. of, 
| which doth not cither in cx Lita: Eph 7 

uence contradict diſprove chat wi No 
tion of being faved only by a Belief, tho” we 
2 a rote ena as Af 
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Now 
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Now this is the Method that 


of other Books, We conſider the. Scope 
RT DE of the whote, and judge. of che Scale of 
LT LT II ED. 
there be any lingic Pa which we not 
Mening of, or which-ar the fell cading, ſeems to 
have another Meaning than is mo. fle 
thor's main Deſign; we build | a 
P » but wait a while to ſee if & ill 


not clſewhere explain himſelf: And if he do's 
and if at laſt we can't diſcern how that Paſſage 
without ſomewhat ſtraining the Words, be reconcil'd 


PS 


that in thac Paſſage, however the Words of it may 
ſound, he did not mean to thwart and contradidt 
the reſt of his Book. | 
And this is the Caſe here, for the Deſign of our 
Saviour's coming into the World was to make Men 
holy , all that he did, and taught, and ſuffcr'd, had a 
Tendency to cffe& this z and his whole Goſpel 
is in a manner made up of Exhortati- 
ons, and Encouragements to | | 
and of ſevere T hreatnings agai 
OY God is, therein, - 
odlimeſs and Unri 
who bold the Trath in Unrghteouſn 
Theſe things are plain and able z thi 
feſtly the and Deſign of the whole Bible: and 
therefore altho' ſome few Pa in St, Paul's Writ- 


he 
face of Mow 
» Rom. 1. 18. 
this is mani- 


ings ſhou'd, in their moſt obvious Meaning, ſeem. to 
imply the contrary to _; it. wou'd be ER 4444 
| aw- 


Ty 


where i. ot 


not by ET 


nevertheleſs 


x-&þ 
# 
} 
Jr 
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however, to believe and 
fr Lan 


I'0 


therefore at preſent that St. P 
by Faith and Works, both 
if do not both 


in order to our being admitted inro the Covenant of 
Taſtification and Pardon, nothing mare be re- 

uir'd, but only that we firmly believe agd embrace the 
iſtian Religion, (and accordingly we may obſerve, 


that as a ſition co Baptiſm elſc 
ems to be requir'd, but only that. we end bore 


the Goſpel, EE CEC GE er 
Y Ss 


_— — a OC 


_ th... DAM 
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ing to that of St. Philip ro the Eunzch, 
Ats &'37 thou believeſt with ail thine Heart, 


thow may/t be not Rh it be true tooy 
that our being 5d bn 5. ws 
will in che Even be no Adranag 


only increaſe our Condemnation, 
we Bonner ome pen ty fat oor 
we then take upon us, and are carcful to perform our 
Part of that Covenant which we then enter into with 
Gop. Now, I & > aleeme ro bowiagth Name 
affirms, and the firſt all that St. Pax! reaches, at in 
wy Et Then, VERS SLOgN TELNNINS 
y Fai 
For that by the Zuftification which St. Zames 
of, when he fo $4 's b Eon ISS 
by Faith only, he means our nal Juftfiration at the 
great Oey» upon which that Salvation will immedi- 
ſtow'd upon us, which at our Baptiſm 
d and aſſur'd to us certain 
Cant, is Vina, BY AD HEY fication and Safua- 
tion, REO Utes as re, For thus he 
the Dodrine of ext, in the 1446. yaun 
% "Ea Sd handle the Subject z What 
as, it prot, wy « Man /a ' be bath Faith, 
and have not ; 3pm ing there by »q By being ov 
that he means the fame 
SET 


that NEE $ in the Is _ 
en in this Cre wr gh pon. his 

and Works, he means that Final Tuſfearm upon 
which Salvation 1s 


And on the other fide, tha! Se. Paul in very many 
atlcaſt, if not in all thoſe Places wherein he actributes 


Fuſti- 


<&&F 


; 


Wl 


wile 


eng pers 

be then all ; cn 

no ry at Re tiandin 

SEEN Faith according 

to Str Math cetp ; by Works, tha that 
1s, not ait 2s I er ths 

ky, 3 the 218 VIE of th or the 

Caſe was thus: Upon his gi . fall and hearty AF 

nr to the Truth of the Promaſcs, he was im- 


receiv 'd inco. Govp's Favor and » 
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after this he had declin'd co leave his Country and his 
Father's Houſe, or eyen to fGacrifice his Son at Gop's 
Command, he wou'd by this Diſobedience have fall'n 
from that ſtate of Divine Favor, and not have been 
then all his former ( as well 


— —_ = 8 
- i ——_ Wc ES < WW RN -——— - - - _, 
—_—_ — Y_”—_—' OTC. = 
- - 


finally juſtify'd by Gop 

{2s reach been once remutred to him, 

with a and itt Remiſſion, upon 
Faith, 
COn- 


a juſtify'd Perſon) wou'd ne- 
; afterwards ſwerv'd from 


is Obedience. 

In ſhort therefore, the Fuſtification which St. Paul 
generally ſpeaks of, is that w weare made Heirs 
of Salvation, as he himſelf explains it, in the afore- 
cited Text, Tir. 3. y. That being juſtify'd by Grace we 
ſhow'd be made Heirs, according to the Hope of eternal 
Life: but the Fauſtification which St. James of, 
is that by which we are atually admitted into the Poſ- 


fon this Inheritance. | enemas lng a 
at 
that wo choſe with, and eceepe of tho@ Tarms 


ro 

of on, which Gop to us: yet in or- 
der to the Serond Fuſtification, it is moreover neceſlary 
that we ſhould to and thoſe Terms, that 
we ſhou'd make good that Covenant which we before 
centred into; orclic, tho" wearenow juſtify'd in 


| 


Like, as a Helis of eajoying his Facher'sE z we 
ſhall never be juſtify'd in St. Famer's Senſe, that is, 
we ſhall never oa. fas 

e 


of, —y in Scripture us'd in different 


of _ 
means quite another thing by Faith than St. Zeames do's, 
when he fays that chat alone 1s not ſufficient, even all 
that St. James means by Faith and Works too. 
I wi noe trouble you now with. all the Signific thca- 
tions, in which the Word Faith or Belief 1s us'd in 


res rp (c moſt appli tothe Caſe in hand. 
1. The Firſt Senſe it which I ſhall rake notice 

of, is that which indeed is the moſt obvious and 

per | of che Word, chat is, when-by Fai 

15 meant, A ent of 

Reveal'd Propoſition. And in this ſenſe St. Fames uſes 

the Word : By that Faith, which being without Yorks, 

he fays, is nor ſufficient to juſtify | 


—_ —_ - — —_—— —— 


ſwerable ro ſuch a 
And in this large and ve ſenſe 'tis clear- 
ty evident St. Paz! do's uſe rhe Word im divers Places, 
and ally m thoſe Epiſtles where he treats of 7s- 
Siifeeation by Faith, as may 2 from hus ofren- 
rimes other Words and mſtcad of rhe 
fingle Word Farh. For what he fomerunes calls Earth, 
he, at other times in thoſe fame Epaſtics, calls /be 
Law of Faith, and the Obedience of Farth; re 
27. 1, 5. 16. 16.) and in Rom. 10. 16. be moſt clearly 
ins his own meaning to be, co include and com- 
prehend 


Th 


rh 
i 


? 
? 


; 
| 
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Fo 
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Qrines, alcho* one fays that we are juſti 
and the other, that we are juftify'd 
by Faith only. But 

HL There isalſo an __ in the Word Works ; 
and it 1s not umprobable, (nay I ſhall make 
it very plain) chat theſe rwo Apoſtles St. Paul and Set. 
Zames, in their feveral Diſcourſes che ſubjze&t of 
Juſtification, do likewite uſe rhis Word in very diffe- 
rent Senſes ; and that St. Pant, when he excludes Works, 
do's not mean the fame by Works that St. James do's, 
when he aftirms chat we are juſtify d by Works, and 
not by Faith only. 

And if St. James by Works, when he affirms them 
to be neceſſary with Faith, means thoſe 
Works of Piety, Juſtice and ty, and other Mo- 
ral Dunes which are requir'd in z 2s 0 
nr 7s Part of the ot 

3 » 
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wall be evident*hat he do's; and on the other fide, iF 
S. Paul, when he excludes Works, means by Works 
only, cither thoſe materially good Works, which Men 
might do without the Grace” of the Goſpel, or the 
erift of Good Works, or cle  — 
w 


different, yet their ſenſe 
ow anc this Place in Sc. 7 


he plainly means ſuch a fort of Lyfe and Con- 


Belief of the Goſpel-Truths is natu- 
ya £ to uce, 4 Converſation the Go- 
of Chriſt : and both cheſc he affirms to be neceſ- 


Ary, In to our final Juſtification at the laſt Day 
And on the other fide, St. Pax, if at any time he 
ſpeaks of the ſame Fuſtification that St. James do's, 
means, by Faith, when he fays we are juſtify'd by that 
only, all that St. Zames means by Faith and Works 
roo (as hath been ſhewn nem. by Works, when 
he ſays we are juſtify'd withour Works, he means on- 
ly, either the Meriz of good Works, or ſuch Works as 
might be done by _—_ Men, without the Grace 
af the Goſpel, or clic the Ritual Obſer vances of the 
Mofſaical Law. 

And that he uſes the Words in theſe Senſes, and 
do's not mean to exclude from being a Condition of 
our final Juſtification that hearty IENCC > 

re- 
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P of the Goſpel, which a firm Belicf of che 
ANNE on) Dogs WY will further 
Ha rns ee cs 1: The Occ s- 

and of thoſe Di of St. Paul, wherein 
Faith is fo much fy'd, and Works are ſet fo light 
. i wes he 2. The ſeveral Cautions that are here and 
Ee CL TEINS 

our miſtaking Meaning, & nK- 

tg thre may be Gd by Fuck alone, withour a 


nood Life 

1. We may conſider the Occafron and of thoſe 
Diſcourſes of Se. Paul, wherein Faith is fo much 
fy'd, and Works are fer (o light & ; and which confe- 
quently do ſeem moſt ro con the Dodrine here 


_ St. James. 

nd 1 premiſe this firſt of all; That none of St. 
Pau/'s Epiltles ſeem to have been written as if they 
were intended to comprehend che wholeChriſtian Re- 


on they rather fuppoſe Chriſtianity already plan- 
tek to which his Epiſtles are diretted 


It was not conſequently his Intention, in Epiſtle 
that he wrote; to teach all che Prone: of the Doctrine 
1 (Th 


of Chriſt, and to lay again the reap Ao 

*—_— from dead Works, and of Faith towards 
for all chis re en before ; thoſe / A- 
i ncaa they had been convertedand 
Loring alſo ws rs 4 roche Commiſſion 
ba = by Chrift) taught heron things 
whatſorver our Lord had commanded: ( Matth. 2%. 20 ) 
As ſuch therefore the Apoſtle confider'd the Perſons 
to whom he wrote, viz. as true Diſciples of Chriſt, 
as Perſons that had before been be co obey as well 


as to believe the Goſpel; and ſo had no tearupon oo 
at 
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wrote wou” 
Opinion fo to the firſt Princi | 
airy yup x plainly ty end ov. 
The main then, I ſay, of moſt of St. Pax/s 
I mean of the Controverſial Parts of them, 


ſeems to be to furniſh the /ffians to whom he wrote, 
with Anſwers to thoſe Object which the Encmics 
to _—_ whom liv'd, did make a- 
inſt 17. moſt of the C to which his Epi- 
are directed, were made up chiefly of Geneule- 
Converts, with whom nt there were ſome 


7Zewſh-Converts alſo intermix'd; bur the far greateſt 
Part of the Inhabitents of thoſe Places were profeſs'd 
Fews or Gengles, who, tho' both zealous, cach for their 
own Way and againſt each other,yer readily join'd their 
forces together, as againſt a common Encmy, to hinder 
che growth and ing of Chriſtianity. 

So that St. Pant had three forts of Adverſaries todeal 
with, ww. The Gentiles, the Jews, and the Fudaizing 
Chriſtians. 

1. The Gentiles ; who had been long bred up under 
the Inſtirution of their Philoſophers, and by their good 
and wholefom Preceprs of Morality, were in a good rea- 
dineis and Diſpoſition toembrace rhe Goſpel ; which,in 
gram commanded little more than they were taughr 

by their own Philoſophers, only requiring a 
ſtricter and more perfe&t Obſervance of thoſe Rules,and 
adding new Motives and Encouragements to it, from 
the plain Revelation of a furure ſtate of a pu- 
niſhments, 


rem —arwrem x > 


niſhments, of which, before the C 


= and a new 


ſeeing that as to 
Ce eughr al all rgrom. lame wm ch 
own Philoſophers ſo that ted 


he might have ſpar 'd his Labour. 
of our Modern D s, That N 


— 38 it needed no ' 
le 


had never liv'd up ro what they knew was their 
that we ap wot be nepen yen 
in Gop's fi ——— 
venanr mx 

mech] tg hw 
fary to believe in Chrift, and 
Covenant, which he 
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made Allowance for the Weakneſs of Humane Nature, 
a__ RR oor, for Repentance, if at any time thro 
we ſhou'd come ſhort of our Du- 

agg pr pay Adrancage of ths Covenant made 


Ri -r d an 
other vyhan by havngourSnremited toro 
Faith in his ſeems to have been mainly deſign'd 


- frm tools in the former Part of his Epith to the 


Now the firſt Covenant made with Mankind being 
indeed a Covenant of Works, without Grace, therefore 
this from that, he, 

Grace, (omec- 
times the Lew of Faith, ſometimes the Preaching of 
Fair and fomerimes Faith ; which he ays is the 
pon Spm b; Ahora tis Katy ate ae 'd, be- 
our Nature 1s ſo corrupt that we 


crnageperformperea an wlino Bur 
2. EWS 7 re. of themſelves as 
the Gentiles,and as unwilling to accept of the Covenant 
made by Chriſt, becauſe paced len 
hay 467 wane Alagrang rar Fo 
And therefore the Lewile againſt theſe, cn- 
deavours to ſhew that z mc ad. as well as the 
Gentiles, and ſtood in as much need of a Saviour as they. 
And this he do's in the four or five firſt 'Chaprters of his 
lero the Romans ;in ſome P of which(cſpect- 

wot hrrhay per eee apters) he ſeems to have a 


to the G s; and in other Places ro 
NE Jews mom epecilly,endin me ro bothof them 
the ſumm of his 1sthis z That fince all, 
both Fews and Gentiles had ſinned,and come ſhortof the 


Glory of God,it K55 ans agar R———_—— 
ou 
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wk. t 


Ty EE | T " 
Conditioh of ] uſtification,as having only TemporalRe- 


wards; CU ” 
— a therefore the Jews as well as the Generics 
broken the firſt Law given to Mankind, which requir'd 
unſinning Obedience, he fays there was no means of Ju- 
ſificatioa now lefr for ether of them, but by Faxth uw 
ng into that new Covenant, which 


'd by has Death, and offer'd»eo us'ih. 
had alſo a.rhird £ 
ich datcott himavo 


bound to be circumcrs'd 18 the Jews were, andrakeep/ 

fav | 9007 .2 

Againſt rheſe, therefore, the Apoſtleprovesat Jarges: 
D (elpe- 


; 
| 
: 


lt 


the Romans, 1n 


» Treoulatron and 


—_— before laid be Pant ds 


4 

: 

f 
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Bur inthe 13% Verſe of that Chapter, he contradi@ts 


fad nah : Not the Hearers of the 


God, but the 
the Law ſball | Ir ſeems then thatS. Pas/'s 
oi ation by 
without Works; the Faith, that he there of, 


aith only, was not a Juſtification 
muſt needs therefore be ſuch a Faith as 1 Works 
in it; The Doers of the Law ſhall be juſtify'd. 

And fo again, Chap. 3. Ver. 21. after he. had faid that 
both Circumciſion Uncircumciſion muſt be juſti- 
fy'd by Faith, and that they could not be juſtify'd any 
other way ; that they might not rake Farth in ſuch a 
narrow ſenſe as to exclude good Works, he adds, Do 
we then make void the Law thro Faith? God forbid , 
Tea we eſtabliſh the Law. 

And to the ſame ſc again, Chap. 6. Ver. 1. What 
ſhall we ſay then ? Ted we rourieny is Sin rhet Grace 
abound? God forbid. How ſhall we that are dead 
ro Sin lrve any therein ? And again, Ver. 1 5. What 
then? ſhall we Sin, becauſe we are not under the Law, 
but under Grace? God forbid. 

And laſtly, (to name no more) in the 8* Chap. of 
that Epiſtle, Ver. 1. when he was come ro the Conclu- 
tion of this Controverſy, having ſhewn at large the 
Inſufficiency of all other Ways, and the abſolute ne- 
ceſſiry of accepting the Goſpel-truths in order ro Ju- 
ſtificarion, he go's on to ſhew the Bleſſedneſs of rhoſe 
who behev'd in Chrift, in theſe Words; There u there- 
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means in th rtf hole Places, by Faith, when ew: 
prefiesthedame Obedience; Cirexme tr nothrng 
and Uncircumoyion SR pt 
mandments of God, 1 Cor. 7 

- coder, by all that hack dere faid, I fappole; i 
lm Faith, Sr. P aul mexns fornce- 

ns a —_ Belief of the 
» when wy it the ſole Condition of fo 


T 


haſt 

\ E423 GER 
thav St: Paw! and St. Famer agree very well togerher 
which was the Point that I propos'd ro make good. 
St. Fame; indeed ſays here, —_— 
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